
473 

Natural Resources Conservation Service, USDA § 650.13 

EIS. The record of decision is to be pre-
pared and signed by the RFO following 
the 30-day administrative action period 
initiated by the EPA’s publication of 
the notice of availability of the final 
EIS in the FEDERAL REGISTER. It is to 
serve as the public record of decision as 
described in 40 CFR 1505.2 of the CEQ 
regulations. The ROD is to be distrib-
uted to all who provided substantive 
comments on the draft EIS and all oth-
ers who request it. A notice of avail-
ability of the ROD will be published in 
the FEDERAL REGISTER and local news-
paper(s) serving the project area. The 
RFO may choose to publish the entire 
ROD. 

(2) Environmental Assessments (EA). If 
the EA indicates that the proposed ac-
tion is not a major Federal action sig-
nificantly affecting the quality of the 
human environment, the RFO is to pre-
pare a finding of no significant impact 
(FNSI). 

(3) Distribution and publication of the 
FNSI (§ 1506.6(b)). The RFO is to dis-
tribute the FNSI to interested agencies 
and individuals. Notice of its avail-
ability is to be published in the FED-
ERAL REGISTER and in one or more 
newspapers serving the area of the pro-
posed action. Single copy requests for 
the document are to be filed without 
charge. A charge may be made for mul-
tiple copies. Implementing action is 
not to be initiated for 30 days after the 
notice of availability of the FNSI has 
been published in the FEDERAL REG-
ISTER. 

(d) Changes in actions. When it ap-
pears that a project or other action 
needs to be changed, the RFO will per-
form an environmental evaluation of 
the authorized action before making a 
change. 

§ 650.13 Review and comment. 

In addition to the requirements of 40 
CFR 1503, 1506.10 and 1506.11, NRCS will 
take the following steps in distributing 
EIS’s for review and comment: 

(a) Draft EIS’s. Five copies of the 
draft EIS are to be filed by the RFO 
with the Office of Environmental Re-
view, A–104, Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA), Washington, D.C. At the 
same time, the RFO is to send copies of 
the draft EIS to the following: 

(1) Other Federal agencies. The re-
gional office of EPA and other agencies 
that have jurisdiction by law or special 
expertise with respect to any environ-
mental effect, other Federal agencies 
(including appropriate field and re-
gional offices), and affected Indian 
tribes. 

(2) State and local agencies. OMB Cir-
cular No. A–95 (Revised), through its 
system of State and areawide clearing-
houses, provides a means for obtaining 
the views of State and local environ-
mental agencies that can assist in the 
preparation and review of EIS’s 

(3) Organizations, groups, and individ-
uals. A copy of the draft EIS is to be 
sent to the appropriate official of each 
organization or group and each indi-
vidual of the interested public 
(§ 650.9(d)(3)(i)) and to others as re-
quested. A charge may be made for 
multiple copy requests. 

(b) Time period for comment. The time 
period for review ends 45 days after the 
date EPA publishes the notice of public 
availability of the draft in the FED-
ERAL REGISTER. A 15-day-extension of 
time for review and comment is to be 
considered by the RFO when such re-
quests are submitted in writing. If nei-
ther comments nor a request for an ex-
tension is received at the end of the 45- 
day period, it is to be presumed that 
the agency or party from whom com-
ments were requested has no comments 
to make. 

(c) News releases. In addition to the 
notice of availability published in the 
FEDERAL REGISTER by EPA, the RFO is 
to announce the availability of the 
draft EIS in one or more newspapers 
serving the area. 

(d) Revising a draft EIS. If significant 
changes in the proposed action are 
made as a result of comments on the 
draft EIS, a revised draft EIS may be 
necessary. The revised draft EIS is to 
be recirculated for comment in the 
same manner as a draft EIS. 

(e) Final EIS’s. After the review pe-
riod for the draft EIS, the RFO is to 
prepare a final EIS, making adjust-
ments where necessary by taking into 
consideration and responding to sig-
nificant comments and opposing view-
points received on the draft EIS. The 
following steps are to be taken in filing 
and distributing the final EIS: 
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(1) Letters of comment are to be ap-
pended to the final EIS. If numerous 
repetitive responses are received, sum-
maries of the repetitive comments and 
a list of the groups or individuals who 
commented may be appended in lieu of 
the actual letter. 

(2) The RFO is to send five copies of 
the final EIS to EPA’s Office of Envi-
ronmental Review, and a copy of the 
final EIS to each State and Federal 
agency, organization, group, and indi-
vidual who commented on the draft 
EIS. Single copy requests for copies of 
the final EIS will be provided without 
charge. A charge may be made for mul-
tiple copy requests. 

(3) During the 30-day administrative 
action period noted in § 650.12(c), NRCS 
will make its final EIS available to the 
public (40 CFR 1506.10). 

(f) Supplements to EIS’s. (1) If NRCS 
determines that it is necessary to clar-
ify or amplify a point of concern raised 
after the final EIS is filed, appropriate 
clarification or amplification is to be 
sent to EPA with information copies 
furnished to those who received copies 
of the final EIS. The waiting periods do 
not apply. 

(2) If the RFO determines that the 
final EIS or supplement to the original 
EIS previously filed becomes inad-
equate because of a major change in 
the plan for the proposed action that 
significantly affects the quality of the 
human environment, a new EIS is to be 
prepared, filed, and distributed as de-
scribed in this section. 

Subpart B—Related Environmental 
Concerns 

AUTHORITY: Pub. L. 86–523, 74 Stat. 220 as 
amended, Pub. L. 93–291, 88 Stat. 174 (16 
U.S.C. 469); Pub. L. 89–665, 80 Stat. 915 (16 
U.S.C. 470); Pub. L. 93–205, 87 Stat. 884 (16 
U.S.C. 1531 et seq.); Secretary of Agriculture 
Memorandum 1695, May 28, 1970; 42 U.S.C. 
4332(2)(C); E.O. 11514, 16 U.S.C. 1001–1008; 7 
U.S.C. 1010–1011; 16 U.S.C. 590 a–f, q; 7 CFR 
2.62. 

SOURCE: 39 FR 43993, Dec. 20, 1974, unless 
otherwise noted. 

§ 650.20 Reviewing and commenting 
on EIS’s prepared by other agen-
cies. 

(a) NRCS employees assigned to review 
and comment on EIS’s prepared by other 
agencies are to be familiar with NRCS 
policies and guidelines contained in 
this part, and NEPA. 

(b) EIS’s received for review by NRCS 
for which NRCS has expertise or interest 
shall be responded to promptly. Com-
ments are to be objective with the in-
tent to offer suggestions to help mini-
mize adverse impacts of the proposed 
action to ensure the health and welfare 
of the agricultural community. Com-
ments are to be based on knowledge 
readily available. Field office technical 
guides, soil surveys, field investigation 
reports, and other resource data and 
reference materials developed by NRCS 
and other agencies should be used and 
cited. It is not intended that special 
surveys or investigations be conducted 
to acquire additional information for 
use in preparing comments. 

(c) The NRCS reviewer should consider 
the following kinds of concerns—(1) The 
suitability or limitations of the soils for 
the proposed action. Would an alter-
native route, location, or layout mini-
mize land use problems and adverse en-
vironmental impacts? 

(2) Provisions for control of erosion and 
management of water during construc-
tion. Are there resources downstream 
that would be affected by sediment 
from the construction area, and does 
the statement provide for adequate 
control measures? Will lack of erosion 
control cause air pollution? Is the 
stockpiling of topsoil for future use 
considered in the EIS? 

(3) Provisions for soil and water con-
servation managment measures on project 
lands, rights-of-way, access roads, and 
borrow areas. Does the statement indi-
cate that enduring soil and water prac-
tices are to be installed and main-
tained? 

(4) The effect of water discharges from 
project lands or rights-of-way onto other 
properties. Will discharges cause ero-
sion or flooding on other lands? Will 
discharges affect water quality? 

(5) The effects of disruption of the nat-
ural drainage patterns and severance of 
private land units. Does the statement 
indicate that natural drainage patterns 
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